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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 

LSA is under contract to Carson Companies to conduct a Phase I cultural resources assessment for 
the Agua Mansa Road Development Project (project) in Jurupa Valley, Riverside County, California. 
The assessment included a records search through the Eastern Information Center at University of 
California, Riverside; a records search at the South Central Coastal Information Center at California 
State University, Fullerton; and a field survey. 

One previously recorded historic period cultural resource is in the project site: P-33-16364/CA-RIV-
8513, which consists of a steel tank, a large steel pipe junction, a large patch of asphalt pavement, 
two borrow pits, a steel rail, several steel and iron pipes, and a dirt access road. The field survey 
confirmed the condition of P-33-16364 as consistent with that of the time of its original recording. 
However, as discussed in the original site record, the construction and use date of P-33-16364 is 
unknown, and nothing was identified during the current field survey to assist in identifying the age 
and use date of the site. 

No evidence has been found to indicate that P-33-16364/CA-RIV-8513 possesses significant 
associations that would render it important and therefore eligible for inclusion in the California 
Register of Historical Resources. However, the presence of a previously recorded cultural resource 
within the project site indicates a potential for subsurface deposits. As such, LSA recommends 
archaeological spot checks during ground-disturbing activities be conducted once each at the 
following intervals: upon the initial ground exposure within the site, upon a 50 percent completion 
milestone of ground disturbance, and upon an 80 percent milestone of ground disturbance. If any 
cultural resources are encountered during ground-disturbing work, a qualified archaeologist should 
assess the nature of the find and make appropriate recommendations for treatment. In the unlikely 
event that human remains are encountered, the provisions of California Health and Safety Code 
Section 7050.5 must be followed. Additional detail on these recommendations is provided in this 
report. 
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INTRODUCTION 

LSA is under contract to Carson Companies to conduct a Phase I cultural resources assessment for 
the Agua Mansa Road Development Project (project) in Jurupa Valley, Riverside County (County), 
California. The assessment included a records search through the Eastern Information Center (EIC) 
at University of California, Riverside; a records search at the South Central Coastal Information 
Center (SCCIC) at California State University, Fullerton; a field survey; and this report. 

Proposed project work includes the construction of two industrial buildings within an approximately 
23-acre (ac), triangular-shaped parcel. Building A would be 140,198 square feet (sf), of which 
approximately 3,000 sf would be used for office use and the remaining 137,198 sf for warehouse 
space. Building B would be 194,804 sf, of which 6,000 sf would be used for office use and 188,804 sf 
would be warehouse space (RGA 2018). The project also includes space for trailer parking, 147 
parking stalls, a water quality basin, and landscaping. According to the most recent concept grading 
plan, development of the project would involve 14,700 cubic yards (cy) of cut for Building A, 
112,500 cy of cut for Building B, and 10,300 cubic yards of cut for the adjacent water quality basin 
(Plotnik and Associates 2018). Depths of excavation for the project are expected to be 
approximately 5 feet (ft) for the pads, 4–14 ft for the storm drain, 7–10 ft for the sewer lines, and 
5 ft for the fire lines (personal communication, Carson Companies, October 2018). The project site is 
depicted on the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Fontana, California and San Bernardino 
South, California 7.5-minute quadrangle maps in Township 2 South, Range 5 West, Section 2, San 
Bernardino Baseline and Meridian (USGS 1980a; USGS 1980b; Figure 1). 

All work has been completed per the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act of 
1970 (CEQA; as amended January 1, 2018); Public Resources Code (PRC) Division 13 (Environmental 
Quality), Chapter 2.6, Sections 21083.2 (Archaeological Resources) and 21084.1 (Historical 
Resources); the State CEQA Guidelines (as amended December 1, 2017); and the California Code of 
Regulations (CCR), Title 14, Chapter 3, Article 5, Section 15064.5 (Determining the Significance of 
Impacts on Historical and Unique Archaeological Resources). Sites determined important under 
CEQA are eligible for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (California Register). 



Service Layer Credits: Copyright:© 2013
National Geographic Society, i-cubed

SOURCE: USGS 7.5' Quad - Fontana (1980); San Bernardino South (1980)
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BACKGROUND 

NATURAL SETTING 

The natural setting of the project vicinity is presented in this report based on the underlying 
theoretical assumption that humans are in continual interaction with the physical environment. 
Being an integral part of the ecological system, humans respond to the environment through 
technological and behavioral adaptations. Archaeological site locations are based on the constraints 
of these adaptations, whether it is proximity to a particular resource, topographical restrictions, or 
shelter and protection. Sites will also contain an assemblage of artifacts and ecofacts consistent with 
the particular interaction. 

Environment 

The majority of the environmental summary of the project site is based on information from Beck 
and Haase (1974). 

The project site is located on the northern end of the Peninsular Ranges geomorphic province. The 
mean average rainfall in the project site is approximately 24 inches, and the typical low 
temperatures are between 38 degrees Fahrenheit (°F) and 40°F in January. Typical high 
temperatures in the project site range between 88°F and 92°F in July. The native vegetation of the 
project site consists of telegraph weed and annual bur-sage (Cameron 2019).  

CULTURAL SETTING 

Prehistory 

Of the many chronological sequences proposed for Southern California, two primary regional 
syntheses are commonly used in archaeological literature. The first, advanced by Wallace in 1955 
and updated in 1978, is a typological approach that defines four cultural horizons, each with 
characteristic local variations: Early Horizon (9000–6500 BC), Milling Stone Horizon (6500–2000 BC), 
Intermediate Horizon (2000 BC–AD 200), and Late Prehistoric Horizon (AD 500–historic). 

Employing a more ecological approach, Warren (1968) also defined four periods in Southern 
California prehistory: Pinto (4000–3000 BC), Gypsum (1000 BC–AD 1), Saratoga Springs (AD 500–
1000), and Protohistoric (AD 1500–historic). Warren viewed cultural continuity and change in terms 
of various significant environmental shifts, defining the cultural ecological approach for 
archaeological research of the California deserts and coast. Many changes in settlement pattern and 
subsistence focus are viewed as cultural adaptations to a changing environment, beginning with the 
gradual environmental warming in the late Pleistocene, the desiccation of the desert lakes during 
the early Holocene, the short return to pluvial conditions during the middle Holocene, and the 
general warming and drying trend, with periodic reversals, that continues to this day. 

Ethnohistory 

The project site is located in an area near the boundary of two Native American tribal territories: the 
Gabrielino and the Serrano. 
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Gabrielino 

Gabrielino refers to the Uto-Aztecan (Takic) speaking Native Americans who lived throughout the 
present Los Angeles and northern Orange County areas and who were historically affiliated with 
Mission San Gabriel Archangel, founded on September 8, 1771 (Lowman 1993:2). Today, some of 
the Gabrielino prefer to call themselves Tong–va (McCawley 1996). Gabrielino territory included the 
watersheds of the Los Angeles, San Gabriel, and Santa Ana Rivers, several smaller intermittent 
streams in the Santa Monica and Santa Ana Mountains, all of the Los Angeles Basin, the coast from 
Aliso Creek north to a point between Topanga and Malibu Creeks, and the islands of San Clemente, 
San Nicolas, and Santa Catalina (Kroeber 1925:620–621; Johnston 1962; Bean and Smith 1978a:538; 
McCawley 1996:3).  

Serrano 

Information regarding the Serrano is taken from Bean and Smith (1978b). 

The Serrano were a small group, consisting primarily of hunter-gatherers who occasionally fished. 
Hunting and gathering was sometimes conducted in a communal setting. When meat was procured, 
it was prepared by baking in earth ovens, boiling in watertight baskets, or parching through tossing 
onto hot coals in shallow trays. The bones were boiled to extract marrow for consumption, and 
blood was either consumed cold or consumed after it was cooked into a thick consistency. Any 
surplus meats, as well as some vegetables, were dried in the sun and stored for later use. 
Implements for food processing included metates, mortars of stone or wood, flint knives, stone or 
bone scrapers, pottery trays and bowls, baskets, and horn and bone spoons and stirrers. 

Serrano villages were usually situated near water sources. Family homes were circular, domed 
structures made of willow and tule, and mostly were utilized for sleeping and storage but also 
contained a central fire pit. Day-to-day household activities generally occurred in the open or under 
a ramada (a wall-less structure with a thatched roof). Other village buildings included ceremonial 
houses, granaries, and sweathouses. 

History 

In California, the historic era is generally divided into three periods: the Spanish Period (1769–1821), 
the Mexican Period (1821–1848), and the American Period (1848–present). One of the first non-
Native Americans to travel through the area currently known as Riverside County was Juan Bautista 
de Anza, who led an expedition in 1774. In the late 1700s, three Spanish mission fathers (one each 
from the San Gabriel, San Juan Capistrano, and San Luis Rey Missions) began to colonize land and 
use the valley of Riverside County for growing grain and raising cattle (County of Riverside 2018). 
Beginning in 1834, the missions and mission lands were secularized and transferred as “grants” to 
Californians who were citizens of Mexico. When California became a territory of the United States in 
1848, a steady flow of settlers began coming into the area now known as Riverside County, and the 
County was officially formed in May of 1893 (County of Riverside 2018). 
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The 44-square-mile city of Jurupa Valley was incorporated on July 1, 2011 (City of Jurupa Valley 
2018). The name “Jurupa” is of Gabrielino origin, meaning “sagebrush-place” (Gudde 1998:188). The 
city of Jurupa Valley is currently a mix of high- and low-density residential development, rural 
farming and other agricultural activities, and a mix of commercial retail and industrial activity (City 
of Jurupa Valley 2018). 
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METHODS 

BACKGROUND RESEARCH 

LSA consulted various sources to identify previously recorded cultural resources and cultural 
resource studies in or adjacent to the project site, as well as to assess the potential for subsurface 
archaeological cultural resources. The work consisted of records searches, literature reviews, and 
additional background research. 

Records Search at EIC 

LSA submitted a request for a records search to the EIC, and the search was completed by EIC 
Information Officer Kimberly Lai on September 27, 2018. The records search included a review of 
the following State and federal inventories for the project site and a 1-mile (mi) search radius: 

• Directory of Properties in the Historic Property Data File (California OHP 2012). The directory 
includes the listings of the National Register of Historic Places (National Register), National 
Historic Landmarks, the California Register, California Historical Landmarks, and California Points 
of Historical Interest; 

• California Historical Landmarks (California OHP 1996); 

• Points of Historical Interest (California OHP 1992); 

• Five Views: An Ethnic Historic Site Survey for California (California OHP 1988); and 

• California Inventory of Historic Resources (California OHP 1976). 

Records Search at SCCIC 

While the project site is located within Riverside County, it is located adjacent to the border with 
San Bernardino County. As such, LSA also submitted a request for a records search to the SCCIC, and 
the search was completed by SCCIC geographic information system (GIS) Technician/Staff 
Researcher Isabela Kott on October 30, 2018. The records search included a review of the following 
State and federal inventories for the project site and a 1-mile (mi) search radius: 

• Directory of Properties in the Historic Property Data File (California OHP 2012). The directory 
includes the listings of the National Register, National Historic Landmarks, the California 
Register, California Historical Landmarks, and California Points of Historical Interest; 

• California Historical Landmarks (California OHP 1996); 

• California Points of Historical Interest (California OHP 1992); 

• Five Views: An Ethnic Historic Site Survey for California (California OHP 1988); and 

• California Inventory of Historic Resources (California OHP 1976). 
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Additional Background Research 

LSA also reviewed historic aerial photographs and topographic maps available online (NETR 2018). 

FIELD SURVEY 

On October 26, 2018, LSA field technician Carlton Bennett conducted a pedestrian field survey of the 
project site by walking transects spaced at 15 meters. Rodent back dirt was inspected for 
archaeological materials such as flaked and ground stone items, ceramics, and bone. 
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RESULTS 

BACKGROUND RESEARCH 

Records Search at EIC 

The results of the September 27, 2018, records search at the EIC indicate that two previous cultural 
resources studies have included at least a small portion of the project site, both of which were 
Phase I archaeological assessments. An additional 13 cultural resources studies have been 
conducted within 1 mi of the project site, and two additional cultural resources studies provide 
overviews of cultural resources in the project site search radius.  

Previous cultural resource work in the project site search radius has resulted in six cultural resources 
being recorded within 1 mi of the project site in Riverside County. Of these six resources, one 
resource includes a portion of the project site (P-33-16364/CA-RIV-8513; Cotterman 2006). One 
historic-period map (USGS 1896) indicates there was no development in the project site before 
1896. For more detailed information regarding the depiction of development in the project site on 
topographic maps (including when development is first depicted on these maps), see Table A. 

Site P-33-16364/CA-RIV-8513 

Historic period cultural resource P-33-16364/CA-RIV-8513 was originally recorded as a historic 
period archaeological site consisting of “a steel tank, a large steel pipe junction, a large patch of 
asphalt pavement, two borrow pits, a steel rail, several steel and iron pipes, and a dirt access road” 
(Cotterman 2006). According to the site record, no historic period artifacts were observed in 
associated site features; the construction and use date of the resource is unknown. 

Records Search at SCCIC 

The results of the October 30, 2018, records search at the SCCIC indicate that two previous cultural 
resources studies have involved the project site: a cultural resources assessment, and a cultural 
resources survey. An additional 48 cultural resources studies have been conducted within 1 mi of 
the project site. Previous cultural resource work in the project site search radius in San Bernardino 
County has resulted in 16 cultural resources being recorded in San Bernardino County within 1 mi of 
the project site. None of those cultural resources were recorded within the project site. 

Additional Background Research 

The earliest historic period aerial photograph of the project site dates to 1938, and the oldest 
topographic map of the project site dates to 1896 (NETR 2018). Table A summarizes the changes in 
the project site throughout the years as evidenced by aerial photographs and topographic maps. 
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Table A: Aerial Photographs and Topographic Maps 

Year Project Site Discussion 
Aerial 

Photograph 
Topographic 

Map Aerial Photograph Topographic Map 

 1896, 1898, 
1901, 1905, 
1909, 1913, 
1926, 1929 

 No development is shown in the project site. 

1938 1938 Some areas are planted with groves of trees, 
others are open. Other trees (not associated 
with groves) are present. No buildings are 
present. 

No change. 

 1943, 1946  No change. 
1948  Some areas are planted with groves of trees, 

others are open. Other trees (not associated 
with groves) are present. Buildings are present 
in and near the northeastern portion of the 
project site as well as along the southeastern 
boundary of the project site (along Agua Mansa 
Road). Land directly north of the project site is 
developed. 

 

 1955  Four squares (depicting development) are in and 
near the northeastern portion of the project site. 
One square is along the southeastern boundary 
of the project site (along Agua Mansa Road). 

1959 1959 None of the land contains groves of trees. No 
other trees are present. Buildings are present 
as noted in 1948, plus three long, rectangular 
buildings along Agua Mansa Road. 

No change. 

 1963, 1965  No change. 
1966  Small trees are growing in portions of the 

project site. Two of the rectangular buildings 
noted in 1959 are gone and one is still present. 
Most of the other buildings in the area are 
gone (with the exception of one building to the 
northwest of what is currently Agua Mansa 
Road and Holly Street). 

 

1967, 1968  No change.  
 1969  The development indicators in and near the 

northeastern portion of the project site have 
been reduced from four squares to one square. 
Development along Agua Mansa Road is still 
indicated by one square. 

 1974  No change. 
1978  The last of the three long, rectangular buildings 

from the 1959 aerial is gone. 
 

1980  No change.  
 1981  No change. 

1994  All of the trees not associated with groves have 
been removed. 

 

1995, 2002, 
2005, 2009, 

2010 

 No change.  

2012 2012 No change. No change. 
 2015  No change. 
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PEDESTRIAN FIELD SURVEY 

During the pedestrian field survey conducted by Carlton Bennett on October 26, 2018, ground 
visibility was approximately 90 percent. The project site has been subject to plowing and/or disking 
as well as disturbance by vehicle tires. Modern trash and broken concrete were observed 
throughout the project site (see Figure 2, below). Sandy topsoil and sandy alluvium silt deposits 
were observed on the surface of the project site. Careful attention was paid in the area of P-33-
16364 to look for remnants of the historic period site recorded by Cotterman (2006). 

 

Figure 2: Steel Pipe and Representative Image of Ground Conditions throughout Site, 
View North. 

Site P-33-16364/CA-RIV-8513 

Cotterman (2006) discusses the possibility that the P-33-16364 site features may be associated with 
the buildings that appear on the aerial photographs and topographic maps (discussed above). 
However, Cotterman (2006) also states that the age of the features is unknown, and current 
research discovered that not enough detail exists in aerial photographs to determine an 
approximate time that the features were constructed. During the field survey, Mr. Bennett observed 
the steel tank, steel pipe junction, and asphalt pavement that are noted in the original site record 
(see Figure 2, above; Cotterman 2006). However, no historic period artifacts were found on the 
project site, and the age and use date of the site remains unknown. 



P H A S E  I  C U L T U R A L  R E S O U R C E S  A S S E S S M E N T  
M A R C H  2 0 2 0  

A G U A  M A N S A  R O A D  D E V E L O P M E N T  
J U R U P A  V A L L E Y ,  R I V E R S I D E  C O U N T Y ,  C A L I F O R N I A   

 

Q:\CRN1801\Cultural\Report\2020 02-26 Cultural Resources Assessment revised.docx (03/03/20) 11 

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

One cultural resource was identified in the project site by the records searches: P-33-16364/CA-RIV-
8513, which consists of a steel tank, a large steel pipe junction, a large patch of asphalt pavement, 
two borrow pits, a steel rail, several steel and iron pipes, and a dirt access road. The age of P-33-
16364 is unknown, and the site has had its information potential realized through documentation on 
the Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) forms. No evidence was identified during the 
background research to associate the site features with events that have made a contribution to the 
broad patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage or individuals important to the past. 
Additionally, the site features do not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, 
or method of construction, or represent the work of an important creative individual, or possess 
high artistic values, and it does not seem likely to yield information important to the past. 

However, the presence of a previously recorded cultural resource within the project site indicates a 
potential for subsurface deposits. As such, LSA recommends archaeological spot checks during 
ground-disturbing activities, once each at the following intervals: upon the initial ground exposure 
within the site; upon a 50 percent completion milestone of ground disturbance; and upon an 
80 percent milestone of ground disturbance. If any cultural resources are encountered during 
ground-disturbing work, a qualified archaeologist should assess the nature of the find and make 
appropriate recommendations for treatment. 

In the unlikely event that human remains are encountered, State Health and Safety Code Section 
7050.5 states that no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made a 
determination of origin and disposition pursuant to State PRC Section 5097.98. The County Coroner 
must be notified of the find immediately. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the 
County Coroner would notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), which would 
determine and notify a Most Likely Descendant (MLD). With the permission of the landowner or 
his/her authorized representative, the MLD may inspect the site of the discovery. The MLD shall 
complete the inspection and make recommendations or preferences for treatment within 48 hours 
of being granted access to the site. The MLD recommendations may include scientific removal and 
nondestructive analysis of human remains and items associated with Native American burials, 
preservation of Native American human remains and associated items in place, relinquishment of 
Native American human remains and associated items to the descendants for treatment, or any 
other culturally appropriate treatment. 
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APPENDIX A 
 

RECORDS SEARCH RESULTS: 
EASTERN INFORMATION CENTER 
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APPENDIX B 
 

RECORDS SEARCH RESULTS: 
SOUTH CENTRAL COASTAL INFORMATION CENTER 
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APPENDIX C 
 

DPR 523 FORMS FOR P-33-16364 
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